Abstract-In the article, there is verified the active natural disasters' policy in the area of Poland. In the examined area, preventing the negative consequences of the extreme phenomena is financed from the central budget and from the budgets of local governments (self-governments). Expenses are assisted by the measures from e.g. foreign states, ecological funds, credits and loans.The hypothesis from the beginning of the article is verified positively: the active natural disaster policy in Poland changed after the great flood in the year 2010. Thus, the answer for the research question of the article is: the natural disasters policy after 2010 is different than the before 2010.The highest level of total expenses for permanent assets serving the water management and for the low water retention was noted in the years after the great flood 2010.
INTRODUCTION
In 1997 and 2010 the area of Poland was affected by two great floods. The most devastating inundation the Oder River basin recently happened in the year 1997 and in the Vistula River basin -2010. The landslides occurred after the flood in 2010 in the Carpathian Mountains. In 2015, the area of Poland was affected by drought.
Floods, droughts, landslides, and tornadoes are examples of natural disasters. These phenomena can be defined, according to the Natural Disaster Act, as an events connected with impacting of nature's forces. Besides mentioned examples, catastrophes are also: atmospheric discharges, storms, seismic activity, intensive rainfalls, extreme temperatures, fires, ice's phenomena on rivers, lakes, water reservoirs and the sea, infestations of insects and diseases of plants, animals and people [15] .
The natural disaster can be launched by natural factors: hydrometheorological (e.g. the storm), biological (e.g. the disease), geological (e.g. the seismic activity). It is often a sudden event with tragic effects which causes damages, suffering of people and also changes connected with the affected area [1, 2] .
Active natural disasters' policy can be defined as the conscious activity of the government and council authorities, as well as the national and international institutions specialized to minimize the damages caused by natural disasters [7] .
The aim of this article is to verifythe hypothesis: the active natural disaster policy in Poland changed after the great flood in the year 2010. The research question of the article is: whether the natural disasters policyafter2010is different thanthe before 2010?
It is worth to notice that the article is part of the research project 'Financing catastrophic damages' chaired by PhD Zbigniew Piepiora [9] .
II. THE METHODOLOGY
The data were collected from two databases: the EM-DAT [3] and the BDL -GUS [4] . Then the analysis in spreadsheet was conducted. The currency was changed from Polish Zloty to US dollar. After the analysis the conclusions were drawn.
III. THE CHARACTERISTICS OF STUDIED AREA Source: Own study on the basis of [3] .
International Conference on Intelligent Control and Computer Application (ICCA 2016) Poland (The Republic of Poland) is located at the Baltic Sea in the Middle-East Europe. The south part of the examined country has two mountain rages called the Carpathian Mountains (Karpaty) and the Sudetes (Sudety). The main rivers of the state are Vistula (Wisła) and Oder (Odra). The climate of Poland is characterized as a transient of the mesothermal zone.
The manifestation of the natural disasters in the area of Poland in the years 1919-2015 period is presented on the figure 1. As we can see at the figure, floods and storms occurred most often in the examined area. Storms and the floods are hydrometeorological disasters [8, 10, 11] .
IV. INSTITUTIONAL AND FINANCIAL ASPECTS OF THE ACTIVE NATURAL DISASTERS POLICY IN THE EXAMINED AREA
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1. years, 2. total, 3. own measures, 4. measures from the central budget, 5. measures from the budget of voivodeship, 6. measures from budgets of counties, 7. measures from budgets of municipalities, 8. measures from foreign countries, 9. ecological funds, 10. country credits and loans, 11. other measures Source: Own study on the basis of: [4, 6] .
Expenditures for permanent assets serving the water management in the examined area in the years 2002-2013 according to directions of financing sources are presented in the table III. As we can see, the main source of expenses were own measures of investors. From these source, there were financed 40% of total expenditures in the examined period which totally exceeded 9.5billion US dollars.
Expenses for water management were co-financed from ecological funds. One of these funds is the Fund for Environmental Protection and Water Management. Charges and incomes to this fund in Poland in the years 2002-2014 amounted over 5.4 billion US dollars. As we can see in the table IV, incomes from charges for air protection and climate were the main part of total incomes and amounted approx.2.4billion US $. Investing expenses for the low water retention in Poland in the years 2003-2014 according to investing directions are presented in the table V. As we can see, investing expenditures for man-made water reservoirs exceeded 167 million US dollars. Total investing expenses for the low water retention amounted approximately 245 million US $. The highest levels of total expenses were noted after the great flood in 2010.
Investing expenses for the low water retention in Poland in the years 2003-2014 according to financing sources are presented in the table VI. As we can see, expenses were financed mainly from structural funds of the European Union and from the other sources.
